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The Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) Funding: A Primer

Summary

Since the Paralcdt2e he ofedecesbowndi Vegusdmitlwiothihet Di t
Education, Acn,t hBPDEAYderal government has played a
encoutdhgipginciple of educational equality for ¢
per manemtc,alber faedl e r al TahdedDiFisAt asmmcgr phprgawninmd ¢ s t e
federal funding for the educatioaowdi thoh dfemn wh
receipt ofhswuchtduadasaggrepr tptppopwwhldieci .eed.u,cat i on
specially designed 1 n¢$ hpeaurcetnitosn tphraotv indeeedt sa tt hneo nceo
with a dbpsebelyitlgdigible ch
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$1.31i 111 Q@ IT8me FlYpargte safi $s hBat DEBR, Assistance for
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2082@0 T hool. fyielalri,on6 children ages 3 through 21 71e
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children wiPtaltdadithobilkiesi deded yl iiurdivegtfiom ser-
infants and toddlers with disabilitaiuetsh oargiezse sbi r t
supplemgenmasyto otodt o ofgormampr escalving children wi
to five.

Each I DEA eprrvoignrgant hi l dren ansd oy ¢ otwk idfimu it chirndg s a bi 1
pat tApmpm o p rfioart il dDrEsA, Part B a(nSde cPtairotn sG 6i&nticirdeyads e6dl 9
from eac’h pnouwgmtaimont he Sdamly’s2 mdBct DEAcent
reauthorization in FY2004, the Hafsd dietdgiaftor bot h
TheEADK awbor miid m sde tPearrnti nB nggr :a nd mye etafolo ssntwat thees
appropriated amount available to stabvestategrent
t he preyinodu sonye afrotrh ey eaammosu nwheanvai l able to states
available to stlan ephathsct pprevppadoymbhant eB s e s

or r etnhaei nssa m¢ pateachkicscweayres( FY$E9DH9) agrhaarfiech @ mount p
“‘new momney., the amount abgbvacs e¢ch eo fF Ytilhed 9setaaptper 6 h e
natiodapophl hat opoponpauhldati on of ch, ladjems tldad iamgec dmc
to one maximum and three minimum grantlnalculat:
years whpmo prhicataed amawmts efSqr eRarhts sylbeaadree grreacneti v e s
amountslpdonfe tche ntehwe msotnaetye recei vewdli the hpsebeoens
ratabl yprroepdoutcteiden ¢ lot al new money available for t
This report will e xaandilnoed @thimadde vied o ptmetna Peosft tBeg
program, the majorovcehrannghes pmtaoy trtehhe® ffoaramdsilnag 1 e vel
treadd,ahlolwocatuongnat gls cwdsme btalhae dafgunding of spec
education ames awblolt ddssuasved.
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Introduction to the 1IDEA

The Individbalistiwes hEDitpadovodedAcfedEDPEA) fund
education of children with disabilitiess, and
the provision of a free appropriate Phdlic e
DEsA pr e dleecgeissstldaret i bdaucation for Al P. Hdd24 cappyp
assed naspdgdvdedd to increased awareness of t
i sabi ties, and to judicial decisions regq
sabi ties if theylg@greni dedh’ant ediisabibnt

rremot foamt hohezd DEAederal funding
rvaice,s for states ‘stchtat awtcepri it hieplee f umndder wh
d relate services are to be provided. Over th
numerous reauthorizations to extend services
creenaut hor Pz & t-4 4i@n8 whaPs® # d i h P EPAaorrt B, Assistance f
ucation of all Children witﬁl?huﬂ)dismg)iﬂdrtiR:asr,ti@,
fants and Toddlers with Disabilities, and Part
20Fbnding for the programs continues to be aut
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Structure talhldDEFAundi ng of

IcDblhAs 1ists of four parts. Part A contains the
d definitions. Part B contains provisi
tthhe egr pmwtosgr am) and ptrhees cshtoaotle cghrialndtrse np 1
es (Section 619). Part C auddhloerriszes st
it lbDt¢eéestains the requirements for vari
e e duictaht idoinsl aobfisbhibtiwikedst.ae wtructure and
followed by a more dcteaialced discussio

c—».—-.gg_oe—r,_lq

F_Y:B e T e Sl e Sl e ]

120 U.S.C. 8140et seq P.L. 108446

2 For a more detailed discussion of the congressional intent behind the enactpredeoéssor legislation to the
IDEA, the Education of All Handicapped Children AtL. 94142, congressional clients may request archived CRS
Report 95669, The Individuals with Disabilities Education Act: Congressional Intent

3 Related services (e.g., assistive technology or physical therapy) assist children with disabilities to help them benefit
from special education (20 U.S.C. §1401(Z5);. 1(B-4468602(26)).

“Currently, all states Trteceive I DE-‘“ach ofthel5D States, th€ Pistrictl DEA de f i n
of Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, and each of the outlying aPdas108446, 8602 (3).

5 For a discussion of the 2004 amendments madlhy108446, congressional clients may requestrivedCRS
Report RL32716Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA): Analysis of Changes Made.lby108446. For
an overview of the IDEA regulations from thef2etment of Educatiortongressional clients may request archived
CRS Report RL33649 he Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA): Final Regulations¥dr. 108446;
and CRS Report R40055he Individuals with Disabilities Education Act: Final Part B Regulations

6 For more information on Part B of the IDEA, 8BS Report R41833,he Individuals with Disabilities Education
Act (IDEA), Part B: Key Statutory and Regulatory Provisions

7 IDEA authorizes appropriations for Part C and Part D programs and activities through FY2010. These authorities
were automatically extended for an additional fiscal year by the General Education Provisions Act (GEPA; 20
U.S.C.81226a). For more information Part C of the IDEA, s€€RS Report R4363T,he Individuals with
Disabilities Education Act (IDEA), Part C: Early Intervention for Infants and Toddlers with Disahilities

Congressional Research Service R44624 - VERSIOR - UPDATED 1
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Table 1. Structure and Funding of the IDEA
(Funding in thousands of dollars)

Percentage
of Total
FY2018 IDEA
IDEA Part Description Funding Funding
Part Ai General Includes findings, purposes, and definitions fi f
Provisions
Part Bi Assistance for Contains provisions relating to the education of
Education of all Children  school aged childreand authorizeshe grants
with Disabilities to-states progran{Section 61) and state grants
program for preschool children witdisabilities
(Section 619)
1 Section 611, Grants to States $12,277,848 92.0%
1 Section 619, Preschool Grants $381,120 2.%
Subtotal, Part B $12,658,968 94.8%
Part (i Infants and Authorizes state grants for programs serving $470,000 3.5%
Toddlers with Disabilities infants and toddlers with disabilities
Part Dfi National Contains the requirements foand authorizes $222,133 1.7%
Activities to Improve various national activities
Education of Children with
Disabilities
IDEA Total $13,351,101 100%

Source: Table prepared by CR&ased on a review of the IDEAunding amounts are from Department of
Education budget tables foFY2018https://www2.ed.goaboutbverviewbudgetbudget1818action.pdf

Par +Gdner al Provisions

Part A includes congressional findings pertinent
The definitions iimpolimdbdadn tienr pPraerttis nAp fatrhdthees ea g ut i. r elm

in
appropriate public education, individualized edu
s e

clude, among others, definitions of c¢child with

rvices, special educatfttcon, tnppbemennhadyesncdss

Par+ABsistance for Education of All Children

Part B providee dfeodre etshle feudmdeciantgi on of children

requires, as a c¢oncdfiutnidosn, ftohre tphraoovriesdidoilng troefm fawsFtARP
dislaibtii es bet waaud®RdHho mlg eiitshtfrnidcptasr tmucsitpat ing st a

identi fy, l ocate, and evalwuate all/l children wi
di sabidlittty mitne which children are eligible for

Each child rmuefiwhagdensdarvvidameasl i zed Education Pr og

an [ EP team, delineating the spdceifpirovsipedi &lo

his or her needs. The statute also contains proc

8 Currently 18 states, the Diitt of Columbia and Puerto Rico provide children a free appropriate public education

until the age of 21, the remaining states stop providing FAPE to students at 18, 19, or 20 years of age. The population
used in IDEA formula calculations is based ondbe range served in each state. A list of the age ranges served in each
state can be found ifiable A-1in Appendix A of this report.
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the rights of parents and chil drenSewittihondi6bsla9bi 1 i
aut horizes granvod poogtrames stovipgesbhbhddren with
five. Section 619 is a relatively brief section
substate fundipnrge sfcohronoudlr apsw tofgorkaemtdd ks taacttei vi t i e s .

r+l €feandand Toddlers with Disabilities

e general purpose of Part C 1 §a tsot aatiedwiedaec,h st a
mprehensive, coordinated, multidisciplinary, i
tervention servireceswifhar disfdbnd PSerdi acaddfdeuns
ch@Gdnd emhefromamitibkbstwhooauagk sgpetrwencing or
obability “defv eelxoppermel fetinaclidndgé 1 agyd by the state) w
ysmenmt golt ,h ear c*hSpearcviitcieess are detailed for each ¢
Individualized FBmitlhye Snarxv imuens Rixamre aghk FERB.i bd «
ovi fthead ur al e ’hi vnicrl oundm enngt st,h ei nhfoammet,s waintdh tootdhdelre r s
t disabled. States are required to i1identify a
ucational agency (SEn9i dosu,t tcoudadaobdi mathe rt Bd as

0BT ®TT O =0+ K
pomRsS DR BSBOE M

PartNDtional ActivitiesofoChimpdoea Education
wi thhi sabilities

Part D authorizes competitive grants utnadeirmpr ove
t hretepanttshh di fferent @trpastoffeemphascsnsel devel op

eparation, ctgechmonded]l demesnstantatoonpodjects, an
formagandn(3) s urpepsourltt st of oirmpcrhoivled r e n

1

— s
= I ]

o
o » o o

r Subpart 1, competitive grants are made
l opment gr &innt sr etfoo ransisnigs tiarnSdE A smtper nosv i fnogr t h e
onnel preparation and professional devel
atjoamand traftdUnddieond hesevigecants, personne.l
devel opment may be provided for special ¢
asgcloar ¢ e principals, administrators, rel a
aprofessionals, and early intervention peri
choolers, or children with disabilities.

0o o8 0 0B

€ Qa o= coaoce "<
(¢}

o

2]

(¢]

r Subpart 2, competitivesgrha¢sl are made
ation agensiesuftlLBAs)pf higher education

CDG’U’U(‘DNCD"UQ—(:

[aTg=]

920 U.S.C. §1431(b)(1P.L. 1084468631 (b)(1).

0 Under certain circumstances, children with disabilities age three and over may continue to receive Part C early
intervention services until they are eligible to entedkirgarten; 20 U.S.C. §14345(F)L. 108446 8635(c).

111n addition to the statutory provisions in Part D, see the following for more information on these activities: U.S.
Department of Educatioffriscal Year 2019, Budget Summgpyp. 1921; and U.S. Department of Educati@gbuide to
U.S. Department of Education Prograr291Q pp. 254262.

1220 U.S.C. §1451(ap.L. 1084468651(a).

BThe term “hamktadgedayitmeans a public bywlegalldconstfuted d ucati on
within a gate for either administrative control or direction of, or to perform a service function for, public elementary

schools or secondary schools in a cityrty, township, school district, ortar political subdivision of aate, or for

such combination of school districts aunties as are recognized intats as an administrative agency for its public

elementary schools or secondarg h o o 1 s . '814Q10(19)p.LS108846§ 6 0 1 ( 1 9) . The term “school
often used instead of local educational agency.

Congressional Research Service R44624 - VERSIOR - UPDATED 3
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nonprofit organizations for personnel devel ofj
adequate numbers of personnel with skills anc¢
children iwdg hs Mfdosra dtdelcihtni ¢ a 1 assistance and d
material based on knowledge®™gmdnfdr through 1
studies an®™ evaluations.

T Under Subpart 3, competitive grants are made
parent dranfipngaénon centers, which provide |
disabilities with needed training and infor m:
meeting the early intervention Yand special e«
Competiti val sgardaea itsoi 4 T es such as SEAs, LEAs, I

nonprofit organizations for research, devel ofj
promote the use of technology in providing s
interventfon services.

Current IDEA Funding

Parth8 1 parrgte sotf ,t men dI DE A r9e5¢%, 1 Wadld | niwen isd ot t ta |
funding .Pnm r’EfYuBDdi8mg hiossr i zed 1in &Swveoc tdiiofnf e leln,t wheicct
overs c¢chdd dtr ke adngdd sRelo fr e3c ei vi ngrdslpatcd di Ins edwnicad 3 «
ublic®sebofolN2s.d3 bill.Setwi GimVhFiKX2ho ¥8 des suppl ement
reschool greantbse t fwere nc it jhled ea@&ikwncod i Bo® ¥AO0 58

n compassihsoovha bhInRa rwa € app 400 rmialtleidofn I(BE A %
fundiim gF YReOs1s8 t han 2% BA ftuhsed iRmogt.da 1 D

— T T O

I DERundilmg nds

ThleDEA is one of the largest educational program
EducatiAsri gRDEes plragm,t heo ff ifrusntd iymegairtbl mutl 94 7dec ade
ago appropriationstosfatetlpadal@anB glinm ntnhge rfaiprisdtl y .
2Qears of funding,afpoprr otphren ePraarptp eR xpéritodglseal nu
constaddol BOdshtelean 1 ast two reauthorizations of th
B appropriationls$ rpoesré¢ nyaccaora s ¢. Hawe @oeft aBsfunding
trends adtenrgade 2004 reauvthadvdtmacttnuattheada ad appr oj
sinPcaert B funding rianc hFeYd2 0i0256 (Afmidg WFeYa-a djl @ v & o d
amounts e x cbeieldliinogn. $ala3d M2had dap p wa p r bfidI@li imarnd 1 n
FY20ilt8§ was $.12.3 billion

1420 U.S.C. 81462P.L. 1084468662.
1520 U.S.C. 81463P.L. 1084468663.
1620 U.S.C. §1464P.L. 1084468664
1720 U.S.C. 8814711472, 1473P.L. 10844688671, 672673.
1820 U.S.C. §1474P.L. 1084468674.

19The age range provided a FAPE varies by state and likewise the age range in the funding formula varies according to
state policies. See foothnod@ for more information.

20 For further information, se€RS Report R41833he Individuals with Disabiligs Education Act (IDEA), Part B:

Key Statutory and Regulatory Provisions

21 The FY2009amountrefers only taregular appropriations; additional IDEA funding provided by the American

Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRR.L. 1115) is not considered. Including the $11.3 billion in ARRA funds, the
amount appropriated in FY2009 was $22.8 billion in nominal dokar$26 billion in FY2017 constant dollars.

Congressional Research Service R44624 - VERSIOR - UPDATED 4
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Figure 1.IDEA, Part B, Grants to States Funding, FY1977-FY2017
Funding in billions, shown in actual and consE#01 7dollars

$14B
$13B
$128 12,002,848
$11B
Annual Appropriation
$108B
98
$8B
$78
$68
$5B
4B
$3B
528

$18B

B T S S-S T S W S N SR
ICAIPC AN I S (N N X LA LI LN S S M PSP R A A

Source: Figureprepared by CRS. Funding amounts are from U.S. Department of Education budget tables
https://mww2.ed.goaboutbverviewbudgetfables.html

Notes: Constan dollar amounts show inflatieadjusted funding amounts calculatesihg the Consumer Price
IndexAll Urban Consumers (CRU).

The fundingamount for FY2009 only displays regular appropriations; additional IDEA funding provided by the
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA.. 1115) is not displayed.

DepitefhectmRaramm®Br op fiuantdii mrPsa,fr dr Bt dgtraatnet ss

progirmenr eased steadily fofi gnd)rlen «fo nintda sfgi, r ft f ou
1 e vfeolrs tehaer It ywocghrighndth goadanSt er experiencing substan
periods in panadgrdmnlids ti mr x,0 nisnt ammotr ed orlelcaern ta npoeurnitos

The P&SrtctBoon 619 preschoola pramdeolda ipfweghkwmdbregan
bet ween FY19 &0 2a5n dni$H2Y9l 9%u@j61 tF @ b hap wpeedr iboyd of rapi d

escalatiometimeefmnKBY t®8 mand]l FYBBHiDl L Thendt ©oa

year escalation in Sectidnvel Y efaunSdeicdtgi oYW DD , o v
fundiecmgi hthedidgdatn nappr oplreivmatli @t ual dol,l aarnsd (i$t3 90 mi
maintained t i @th ea pnperxotabirtsiolid 2 ®th3 t hr ougdcttihen prese
6 lPpprophadtuenswantcovdaacttlu dol 1l ars and declined 1in
The Section 619 preschool grants program receive
FY2017 dollars 1lilnildnmY)IFOYR250 1(8$,5 t8 emiPart B, Section
progwasm app8$38Bdiamti ¢ d i on.
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The Pamtf a@ts andmdxpmdid aepe prdcolgartaifv efluyyn dciommgs t a n't
growoiit s firRarfl5Cyeppsoprioant $S®s mi d dtioovaesréa d F Y1 9
$444 miFIYI2i0o0nh ei ny e a,tt hleBEA cPeart C lgasantesc pirvoegd am
relatevel yappracpdicedlt avo ddma ngc ¢ ms2dlaldhZe]l li anr s .

Bet we¥X0O04, t he yse amro sotf rtehcee nlaDnHdA2 & dffuhnodriinzga tiino n ,
noml ndoldl BPeasrpff @Cgerlbaaam ged relatively lititde from o
fundiimgf lva ji wisotlebdn o.dod t he pastofiimvaetiyemy sftompphe
pr oghraavid u c tluna tFeYd2 0 1 § , the Part C, infants and f ai
$470 million.

Hi stoal Review of Funding Pro:
I DEA and Related Acts

Federal laws concernidmg ecHfirbdtehmewietgh | duddbil wai
until the Elementary and Secondé&oy Elwicdireh Ach
196Gt the feadoetalgewmesiapttdameséed for the education
with disabilities. The original version of the E
10, did not specify assiHowaver Setmadlki ICdmenn t wieteh
Labor and fPiurbeltirce pWet he nt tag dprHavii soinon aUt.aSt.i ng t hat
Of fice of Educefidnsdbilbirminnavtiitdin di sabilities wc

“educationdfdory pPpepposvedt bEES EeAl iTgitHiel ilt ctofimpme ns at or
program for disadvantaged children.

P. L7589 the Elementary and Secondeasrtya bEldiuschaetdi oan /
new Title VI of the ESEAtameapmrndgid agtmaatfiedsth otpoi @ ji en g
educate chilldrtdmswi tSlpodiissoatsi of this law argued t
had not appropriately responded to the needs of
progP.am7 589%ocaruitzhe d¢f eaa rt wa ogram of projdactatgromnt s t
of children with disabilities at th%® preschool,
Al l osanfe ngr ant fwmemrds btacssesdspaadmpewsti r¢e¢ i on of children
disabisiBiethiagghedlof speaitald o&*#Pucdicsifddna lasnod 1 e |
aut hoaNazednal Advisory Committee on the Educatio
a bureau within the Office of Education to admin
children and tyioamst.h with disabildi

The Education of the Handicapped Act (

TheSEA Amendme Pt. sL203f lelpPe’7d0lt d @ NI and created a serg
Education ofd thcet HaomHAo)ms mgddedraatle eadlulc aft i onal as si
childr esmbwiltiftni eiss ti ant uptreo. g rTahne onfe wa swsaissstsamda a atld ys t

22 The authorization of appropriations for Title VI under P.L-78® was $50 million for FY1967 and $150 million for
FY1968.

23 A limited number of disabilities covered by the IDEA were considered qualifying conditions for the receipt of special
education ad related services under P.L.-890. Of the 14 categories of disabilities currently included in the IDEA
regulations, eight were listed in P.L.-890. In current terminology, the categories in P.1-789 were intellectual

disability, hearing impairmentieafness, speech or language impairment, emotional disturbance, orthopedic
impairment, other health impairment, and visual impairment including blindness.
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agrant phagrampported projects providing service

wasuthorized fof three fiscal years.

By 1970 embems MharQGarmglrdehat greapkacedipliAsis s ho
assigtoasmca@ates becafuissalbdolthicl dmenbwhwo ¢ ho dtisdlby | it
were unserved by states. The Housd¢ h€ommilttd¢dadn
woul d ePe b @2@D1l noted that by U.S. %dffitclee otf o tEadlu c a t
schagt¢ population of children with disabilities
educat i o®T hsee rcvoineneist.t ee did ges¢ iemcmbeegfrd gamyn olfa
project grants to stattegetdo faddr plrhoeg trchosm ngiutatlblelica @,
not e dhet hhaitsat¢tsriys taafnce programs Hod nhadkeéede bywith
serious discrepahncoams hotpwdlpm iIRGEAlbaSozaexampl e,
appropriations were only about 18% of the author
By 1974, whteant et hger aEhHA psr o gr a mP .wa33 §, & eCxotn grrecaswst hhoardi
become increasingly persuaded that the program d
of children with disabilities. States, under <cou
responsibilities wioc esr otvd dal le daakchrilt ti rodhmel wistelr di s a
financi almacmon swterraei mtnsabl e t o meet mini mum educat ]
amendmentisR.eln:h &M Beadt pr o-y e Heemde rag’ponnoeg r a m of assista
to states set the stage pfiedlececkissslodiaicEahdoat obnt be
All HandicappRdAL-CHR4AdHIZH Act (

Education for All Handicapped Childrert

9

As early Eadsucla® 720/l bfn Ha n di c awapse dp rCohpiol §dbrde ni nActth e

Congr 8s s 3ionhitdr oduced by Senator Harrison Williams
Conmmittee on Labor ammd RPubilhiT@ dWeul cfeadr eb,y aRnedp riens e n't
Br ade mas, Chairman of the HousTheSwbdbamarctatldeg o1 1

bills would chchevrea la ua shsoirsitzanmdc e [ teane St pgtrcheseme o he |l p
Cousmandate thavti tdhl disdadddyad aggdsi @adtei osn.all mer vice
contrast tederhael eprragniuimmodf i ,n gt Ipar ogrecgrsam aut hor

these bills wowuldryarhevoptasp rtoov i sdteadt efs for up to
incurred by schoodhidlidrtean cwist f odi seadtuiclait ti inegs

I'n his stat eSnBetnl$4 n a1tt o o d Wicli Iniga ms not ed

We have increased Federal assistance [for children with disabilities] from $45 million 5
years ago to $215 million in the present fiscal year. But these have been token
expenditures. Nowheii@ our public laws or in our budget figures do we find acceptance
for the proposition that all handicapped children have the right to an education. It has
been the courts which have forced us to the realization thaawdelay no longer in
making just such aommitment.

[W]e at the Federal level are going to havettarge our traditional methods of investing

24 The EHAprogram of assistance to statessauthorized for three fiscal years at the followingels: $200 million
for FY1971; $210 million for FY972; and $220 million for FY973.

25U.S. Congress, House Committee on Education and Labor, Elementary and Secondary Amendments of 1969, Report
to accompany H.R514, 93 Cong., ¥ session, Report. No19114, Washington, DC, U.S. GPO, 1969, p. 5.

26 Congressional Research Service No58&@ EPWP.L. 94142 The Education for All Handicapped Children Act:
Its developmentniplementation, and current issuéy C. J. Fraas, February 10, 1986. (Archived, available to
congressional clients on request.)
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money. The theory that the Federal Government caridaaninimal assistance to the

states as incentive grants to provide extensive educational services simply does not meet
the mark in thisinstac ¢ ... t iargue lodhetates that the Federal Government is
serious about full educational opportunity for all handicapped children when we are not
willing to invest money to make this goal a reallfywe are going to make a real
commitment tdull and appropate services, and expect thates to carry through on

this commitment, we will have to put our money where our motfh is.

At the begi'fCominnggSemfa ttohre Wi3l 1 i atmsv ea nBdr aRleepnraess e nt a
reintroddweadarit dAel If Halmidli ¢ mapSp.cadlli6ldC R, T@ s pectively.
The Nixon Administration oppobked ati'dofWgtt®38ms an
ended we¢thomton either bill

Tk Education Amen da3eS§tnsc loufdieddd 7al i ¢ ant cthatnege 1 n t

grant @Pfdgraem. by Sehiad ©orofChMMygkhandd d dite n ¢

aut horogedmaefimfl a stsaitsetsaln9cled rtoohu¥gyh u nt dhitnlgo t me n't
equalst alsgpgeop ul ati onmngd@f thhiohgheR $8midbti Phiesed by
aut horization represeamoednt I hste fitoadtHeo rgnrzaendta § o1 i
program u®Rder. Pl.hle. Malt hi,asf amemldene hhittrasttlesstoianse ,a r e g
condirtreeceaofngtance pomogagrdomtpaleirdiadasn and due pro
such as t hos er otphoasfe. dwieldneR .b eWbnedda pt hhiea s a mendment wa
consideredegedemhdtorist aghoul d be theoasgthte of as an
pending theS.genowhit mhnwasfbSiemgommd Etee dnbyfabloe anc
Public Welfare after extensivé hearings and more
P. L38W8came 1 awdon 1Auvg@ustAppi 86pdi EorenhefdManthia
amendmenltO Owemiel 1$i on, @ofpatchocu mtattehat 18 uld have n
appropriatedptogtfhmbyghfBYOWe&@&happr oprtiaattei ons for
grant Pr oagdrSMhSeuppl emental Appropriatiwhisclct for
providel@76happbp¥Yopriattiacgmres gframtt lpa olglHA ms, provi de
$100d Imion in appr opsuinatecironshef ¢p® d@lrlaimg a tni FnY
ThEducaari oml If Handi c awapse dr eCihnitlrdof duncnegpdc ¢isns tbhye 9 4

SenratWilliams 1Re prhees eSnetnaattievea nRlr ademas 1in the Hoot
copsonsors. In addition itooust h@o negeraeresirsmd s mhea led diany st |
hearings were devoted to the measures°Tihhe both t
major concerns of witnesses behost dahpr Spmindee s
formula for the diSstrabdattiboe bds tf uwaly weademforc
of children with disabSilmitlhaddsluyg,@ dimmée¢ ¢ eer ¢ e p o mp |
included views of cfeadws inngnomaniitithteye @ umdmbd za t i on
levels impliemdghy bheufioembulatic

h
u
e
i

Conference Action

The Senate and House appointed metnhbeeirrs dtiof fac rci onngf
ver sitohfsl uefition for All HaThdecaoppfdr €ltc bdcemmActt
five days ian dca grbeeerd 1t907 5Sa compr omi s Sowefr si on of

27 Congressional Record. 118, May 16, 1974. 17478
28 Hubert Humphrey, Education Amendments of 19Zdngressional Record. 120, May 20, 1974, p. 15273.

29 Senate Hearings: Education for all handicapped children, A75. Heariffy§094., * sess., on . April 8, 9, and
15, 1975, Washington, DC, U.S. GPO, 1975. House Hearings: Extension of Education of the Handicapped A
Hearings, 9% Cong., ¥ sess., on part X, April-20 and June 9, 1975, Washington, DC, U.S. GPO, 1975.
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the most sSiegrinfciesa tbte tabmede nHporubspeo 8 d h £ taad di o g
iss,uecisn ctlhued ifofign d mui lg alstiantve di strjibuhéeé oaxods fuvadst s

provisions, presc hdmdlniisracedrt tpiloaensntgsnagnt s, and

The <c¢conf e rteenec ea gefoenendiubtaat awoul d provide a maxi mum
state thatsicoaqualbftehildren with disabilities
increasingt pneartciconntaalg ea voefr a ge APBEb pgipn di%e g petmnditu
t hAAePPE 1 n,ifFdYrld&&80fg in ,F¥d 98Renatehm@Bnyngear

t her éThfet @am.t hori zation was permanentThand would
maximum allowable grant that each state could re
FY1982 @nward 40% of the APHR) |Ic Faomodtimmtgb fe o tk nto hwen
Education of All Hamdi ¢ aplelKKhGeh i ftulinedeinn glcstt at es r
in FY1977 wasyesaert aanso utahtea tbeasceoul d tdhadi we alres d nt |
years when Congress did not appropriate enough t
APPE, esch watralt was reduced proportionally.

The Senate Committee on Labor and Public Wel fare
speedatation c¢hijsltd tcionugnnt 1in 1975

The Committee wished to develop a formula which would target funding and eligibility for
funding on the population of handicapped children for whom services would be provided.
The Committee adopted this formula irder to provide an incentive to states to serve all
handicapped children and to assure that the entitlement is based on the number of children
actually receiving special education and related services within the State and for whom the
State or the local edational agency is paying for such educatiime formula in existing

law, the Education of the Handicapped Act, distributes Federal funds to the States on the
number of all children, aged three to twentye within such Statd’he Committee has
developeda formula which generates funds on the basis of the handicapped children
receiving an education within a Stéte.

President Ford Signs the Bill

President GeBSad® Nbeadm?229Pgnt¢tdméP, Lalndd241 b bec a

statement on t he tahpep rPorveasli doefn tt hneo tbeidl lhi s reser va
falsely raisxpedthaet hopsesofantdhe disabilities c¢omm
unrealistic authorizatDeosnpilteevemys .s tPrroensgi dseunptp oFrotr d
educational opportunities for our handicapped <ch
will simply not be possible if Federal expenditu

budget achieved oJ¥lemr ttthe fewrt e owa dofsausciantcieo nt he
for All Handic,appe d p € htnhtedt oPeBBsr ghsattmattse s program hayv
nevieert the fYwflhodiagel ofndo0OPAPOPAEl t he

301n the interim, the'Mathias amendment formulavould apply under the following limits on ampriations: $100

million for FY1976;“such sums agre necessay ” f or the transit i onl97p.Ehe federdl; an
fiscal year’s end date changed in FY1976 from June 3
between these dates and the beginning of FY1977 on Q@cdph876.

81U. S. CongressSenate Committee on Labor and Public Welfare, Education of the Handicapped Act as Amended
Through December 31, 1975, Report No-6224, June 2, 1975, Washington, DC: U.S. GPO, pp-22%

32 Education for All Handicapped Children Act of 1975, Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents, v. 11, no. 9,
p. 1335.
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Funding Formula Changes: IDEA 1997

Since 1975, Congress has reauthorized the fed

1 n
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o oo

er a
20K4Aaoswnt he Individuals wigltDhDADinscaeb iiltist i1e9s9 OEd u ¢
ut hor i Zsa tfivonnd,i ntgh ep raocvti si ons haee thdepgoemnedde
rs, stilgen iofifi scwahnitc mp Wementn the 1997 reauthorizat

an ef ftolratt tsot actnessurwoul d 1 dent isfpye cainadl seedruvcea tailo
viacmrgr, es sP.dle-$ 4#Rfdwuendd i n gt d orenwdwmd for i1 dentifying
dents with disabilitiescofnadri nsup endhiecamo tehd wceva tdieo n
ial education Carmgr¢hseyemweoewer dglohltidntfdeas t o
of s peacnida Ir eel daubcayxlt tByatmmfign Bd iobnhigeu mb esrp eocfi a |
atiomashatewndtd

h-e9 9@ sCongrestshdiomhgoeahating public schools v
e children evant hs Wd seasba flagiti;ineds o shaamde abr, n

roporti aoni aatoe h it bbdebienng oifd e nt jpfairetdi causl adrilsya bilne dt h
subjective disachairlnlitryga bt egpei BEDpfiakpdrcs db
emotiondThelicemmibmmeret s accompanying the 199
entedc €Cmagre sabout the disproportionate T1Tepr
catéoml ahdadi omndwe foate alTheaHooasef Remolka. o
Commi Edae ation Fadathde Workforce

The Committee developed the change in formula to address the problem eof over
identification of children with disabilities. When the Act was first passed in 1975, States
were not providing educational services to mahyldren with disabilities. Therefore,
Congress proposed to distribute federal funds for special education services in order to
encourage and reward States for serving eligible children. In the 22 years since then, the
States have made excellent progiegdentifying children with disabilities and providing

them access to special education, and are now serving 5.5 million children with disabilities
or approximately 10 percent of children aged 3 through 17. Logically, a formula was
established at that tenthat based funding on counting the number of children with
disabilities identified. This was to encourage States to proactively locate children with
disabilities.

oo <

2]

Today, the growing problem is over identifying children as disabled when they might not
be truly disabled. The challenge today is not so much how to provide access to special
education services but how to appropriately provide educational services to children with
disabilities in order to improve educational results for such children. As Stateiler

this issue, more and more States are exploring alternatives for serving more children with
learning problems in the regular educational classroom. But in doing so, they face the
prospect of reductions in Federal funds, as long as funding itadld counts.

While it is unlikely that individual educators ever identify children for the additional
funding that such identification brings, the financial incentive reduces the proactive
scrutiny that such referrals would receive if they did not htheeadditional monetary

S3p.L. 10517

341 n

1997, t he tieoaon?” “wmesn tuasle d eitma rpdlaatce of “intellectual disa

£}

disturbance was used i nR.L ¥ald §140f(3)!PeLnl08446usadatHe tekini s t ur bance ”

113

emotional disturbance” without t Pt 15256 dommanlyreféerredita > precedi

as Rosa kaw, required references tmental retardatichin IDEA and other federal laws twe change to
“intellectual disability’

35H.Rept. 10595, See als®.Rept. 10517.
36 H.Rept. 10595 (Funding formula §11).
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benefit. It also reduces the scrutiny of children who might be moved back out of special
education. IrState funding formulas that follow the current disabitinsed Federal child
count formula further reduce such scrutiny, withrenohildren being identified to draw
additional State funds.

This problem is most intense with minority children, especially Afriéamerican males.
Overidentification of minority children, particularly in urban schools with high
proportions of minority sidents, remains a serious and growing problem in this Nation.
The problem also contributes to the referral of minority special education students to more
restrictive environments. The committee is also cognizant, however, that in some areas
under identifcation remains a problem, particularly for minority children.

The report explained tha hmethmmere dofr oanh ial droemurd ac &
special eflocmul @nba opadp wlwaftt ilcadni tl dtr @ hntdhne e ach st at
per c eonft atgheos e ¢ hpiolvderretny :1 i ving in

The Committee has squarely faced this problem by shifting, once the targeted threshold is
reached, to a formula of which 85 percent of additional funds is based on the total school
agepopulation and 15 percent is bdsm the poverty statistic for children in a State. This
system was encouraged in the 1994 report of the Department of Educitgpector
General. The Inspector General noted: “Because [a popubmtisd] method [of
allocating funds] uses objectivetdalerived for other purposes, [this method] eliminates
the financial incentives for manipulating student counts [that exist in the current formula],
including retainiig students in special educatiost to continue receiving Federal furids.

The Committe added a poverty factor to the formula because there is a link between
poverty and certain forms ofgdibility. This concept was alemcouraged by the Inspector
General seport.

Based on the significant progress that has been made in providing accgecitd
education and concerns about the ddentification of children as disabled, the
Committee believes this new formula will address many of these concerns. This change
will enable States to undertake good practices for addressing the learningpheexute
children in the regular classroom without the unnecessary categorization or labeling
thereby risking the loss of Federal funds. Changing the Federal formula may also motivate
States to change their own formulas for distributing State aid in viagsetiminate
inappropriate financial incentives for referring children to special education.

Thffun diomgaad opt ed t hrough thewals9 %7 tI DBA taankeen denfefnetc
the federal apprto@tratnes opr d@dadhffd g amieklcieon. Th
guaranteed st atyeesa nmao umitn,i mwhm cbha sweas set as the amo

year before the #d8wnftormhbal DEAkappfoptiation ex
t he firFs®0 tOh,me-ypdaasre amount states weTEUWgdangnteed
level

In yea€Cengitpepsrsopano m¢ eflun ¢ ir m-md & aptreokger aimt thhaadn t he
year ,bafidcixcg o dicn-gheaasre avmad ddt be al lbacsatdhéd nt o st at
t opopuloaft icohni 13d rtetnr Figpelst Baéntdhteatpeer cent age of thos
l i vipnogv eQfit yt.he f ¢ hei-ypbegase@vamount, 85% was awarded
popul atiomgd@ftdhahiongtehielo s tchh bgr en wi)t hand stalbd | it
remaining 15% wass sbhasreed oofn cthhiel Thshrteeantfed li lvi fnygn d inn g o

3P L. 10517 8§611(e)(1).

38 Currently 18 states, the District of Columisad Puerto Rico provide children a free appropriate public education

until the age of 21the remaimg states stop providing FAPE to students at 18, 19, or 20 years of age. The population

used in IDEA formula calculations is based on the age range served in each state. A list of the age ranges served in each
state can be found ifiable A-1in Appendix A of this reprt.
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amount ofABDPE wifstheifndramulloaptied the ough the 1997
amendme Whs le there weiroen sc hmaandgee st oa ntdh ea dIdDEA f or mu
reaut horization, w hhiec hn ewit ]l lsr ecboeto ideins bcaufss istcehdif i anme wo r
t hfeor mudloapt ed t hrough tdmail®97i mmphame nt sday.

Procedures Used to Allocate 1

PatGBants to States

What folbow descriptiom pfogedwmtemrldmtf hloa w.zeAl un

t hecBeotfarEydutchhed i Sebaetmeydrved fundPadedrforchnica
payments tgo atrheea sy u ot bhyedtofitaetseld asnd t he Léoretary o
a fiscal yeall od¢ dhte S cltlhEecAt mPeamatia miio magneoautedsr t B

formul 4@ og satraet ecsab aud d t@emd one o f haepwor osprrmimaatoretido s :  (
available to sftiasyceaslr fioy gheatwhirtrehmtthe amount t ha
availabsd eit ot ke ap reetvhieo uasmoyuenatr ,a voari k()] e ur o ent a ty e ¢
l e s s et haammo utnht a v a ihlea dpilrse Wiiog Bdte@nineasr i zes t he proces
determining state allocat,remsiwhohbdeemppsepr The
foll 6o wongectionwi lolf exhami mee ploaow I DEA allocations
when funding increases or remains the same, and

3934 C.F.R. §300.702.

034CF.R.8300.01. “The Secretary shall .. make payments to the Se
tribes, tribal organizations, or consortia of the above entities for the coordination of assistance in the pfaasipn

intervention services by the States to infants and toddlers with disabilities and their families on reservations served by
elementary schools and secondary schools for Indian childr
P.L. 108446 8643(b)(1)
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Figure 2. Overview of the IDEA Part B Formula for Determining Gr ants to States

Calculate the difference between the amount (Calculate each state’s share of the new money based on
available to states for the current FY, after each state’s share of the national population of 1) children
reservations, and the appropriation for FY1999. and 2) children living in poverty. Allocate 85% of the new
This amount is the "new money" available. money based on state’s share of the child population and
\,/ \15% based on share of children living in poverty. v
4 q’ N
Calculate the change in total Part B appropriations = Calculate each state's initial grant amount by adding each
and in the amount available to states between the a state’s share of new money to their FY1999 grant amount.
current and prior year. § ~ /
g v
*—5 For each state, calculate the three minimum grant options.
g Then, determine each state’s initial floor by choosing the
3 larger amount between: 1) the state’s preceding year grant
amount, and, 2) the largest of the three minimum grant
Did IDEA Part B \calculations. )
appropriations
increase, remain the - v ~
same, or decrease Determine the ceiling (a.k.a. the state’s maximum grant
when compared to amount) for each state’s grant.
the previous year? \ \L /
-~
Determine the final floor for each state by comparing the
Decreased state’s ceiling and the state’s initial floor. Whichever is the
smaller of the two is the state’s final floor amount.
Determine the amount of "new money" each state ~ T <
received in the previous year and ratably reduce it s
proportional to the total new money available for Ensure all states’ grants fall between their floor and ceiling
the current year. award amounts; then, if appropriations are insufficient to
\ cover all awards, ratably reduce states’ grant awards. 3

i

Determine the final grant amount by adding the adjusted/ratably reduced share of new
money to the FY1999 grant amount for each state.

Source: Figure prepared by CRS

Level or HendedrdddAedFuBding

The I DEA Parstp eBc npghye viaddmoamevdhoelna sda p Br opriations a
the samamegredadhey whaee prec ¢y é amnngo rfei sccoamipl i cat ed t ha
formula Bsredp@hemriations arne tlhees sp rtelRAeundti tnlige yy evaerr
appropriation equal t o ’sora pgprreoamtderin £ti homonr etshceo npnroenv i
scenario, 6oddded ry emgr § Wb/t TvFeerthd(a7dd i s pl #Fy gdir £n
D"Theal culations used in yearemwhasn aBR&eet sBmfundi
outlined bel ow

H0EPBEOHUOEUDOO

e previously, the base formula for st
funds towar states with highdftepropeonrceoms dfoc
an I DEA f or mhnbuambbears ecodf ocnhi 1 dren found eidlngible f
a stiagilttcenti vize speciadoretdundthtel alntsphdapomdntonarn

| EUPEw( #&U

&
As discuss d
d
m

41 Funding for IDEA Part B grants to states was less than it had been the previous year in FY1996, FY2006, FY2011,
and FY2013. Part B funding remained H#zme between FY1980 and FY1981 and FY2009 and FY2010. In all other
years, Part B funding increased.
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number of minoristpyed 8l uddmit 8@ amgureeisvsihneghbage d t
formula during the 1 aa uttdW dtrairzgaettisofna hodfs twhoew hlr DiEaAr g
topapulations of children ages 3 through 21 year
disablidhiet cargr ent | DEtAatPad twgiBelf oramud¢ o , o6 chil dr en
povaearrtey also targeted.
Currentsliygc fidiemiblaaP afrotr Ba Iglroacnattsi,n g n years when ap
are equal to the sprdi,omeym@ahe o apmbkta wien tphlearceem ed ur i n
1997 reautthhoer iIzDE A.o nUnodBe5r% tohfi sa nfyo rfmuupldag,r o ver t he
appropriation (FY1999) &r s hdihken otifd ditt tdatbas ed on
populoaft icohmi g &srtetnr ¢*ang@mhd 2 he r einsa idniisatgrcidbbuttiiendz t o t h
sta®t s hare ooff tchhei Isdrteenvagg .tangeverty
Each ’ss tiantiet i al Part B grant 4§ sFYh2YPuama gd atnhh 5 e ¢ h
statlwa of mnbwsoamdnpeoypul at i sshanndof bbmessetdmtome y
povelrhtee.c b wd farcd casdcsudgtteddear e of the national
c hi ladgr8esnt hr ough 2sl salmalr ¢ hef sd hatdetdg e n’sdl tsahthar g od p ¢
the nationalieahlicdul aptoepdi 1ttt ioktimvli dpi onpgu la® syt cant eo f ¢ h i
the national papgdkdthr omnpdafchdshsitsddtardmen toifo n a |
population of ixhddldowdhat addd psw phbpppudtadgtieon of chil c
in podwehttS.popul ation of children living in povert
Child Pops,are
State Sharepgy Child Popy.
Child Pove, g,

State Sharep,, Child Povy,
To calfaklhaet e ni tial Part B grant for an individuc:
stagrerant bhecesptopmmd ati onmngd@fthhiolughe @slgraamd t he st :
based ohathecodgdhi hdoapgh n22] Shapevgrants based o
popul (@t & @pph rceal cul at ed8 HP% @A dmdmitying ., funds ov
the FYl9¢a9rbappbopetdilho fissotmsaditacr ¢ ofpopmel,altdSonchild
state grants (Sh @&Giregdgdan pcoav earhitl yprtlgd & fb yt hPea rnte wB
monb g soetdh e ’ss tsahtahree Uo fS .t ¢ hi1 1 & ippogwpenrhtayt.i on

State Grantp,, = 85% of New Money x State Sharep,y
State Grantp,, = 15% of New Money x State Sharep,,

Each ’ss tiantiet i a ls Ptahret sBu ngsFoXfh 9t9hy cbgatsaeh ¢ heir 1initia
S

1
grant based on population, and their initial t a

Basic State Grant = Grantgyiogg + State Grantp,, + State Grantp,,

42 Currently 18 states, the District of Columjdad Puerto Rico provide children a free appropriate public education

until the age of 21the remaining stas stop providing FAPE to students at 18, 19, or 20 years of age. The population

used in IDEA formula calculations is based on the age range served in each state. A list of the age ranges served in each
state can be found ifiable A-1in Appendix A of this report.

43 See footnotd 2.
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Once e asc hi mithaatSglca nt has biee nmacya lbceu laaktjaaokht e d b a s e
stat emi ni mum agmdadmty gi1 mehliscohs t be .Eflitnhiétataeld gr ant
state would rdasiixe | DEAe d umddfianllgle flodut nsuiladae gwo ul d
determined by the mincianhucnu laantdi ’ommak x[Qi Enfailmeet tgs it @ant te

floor or aclelioldatgiagprmragr i at e

OOOE®WMODBOO
Parde Bcribes ufsotudr demaoecumhismée ni mum grant amount or

fl o &irr,s tde t @ea anltheasfe tf outrhaembseatl ayr gest df them as t
allocation floor.

The afmawnt i's pheyecsdnig)] l oommoonhy “hobdn as the
har Mlaenvos*Thet her thmee xead cwmdiantg t hree formulas f
gma amounts outlined in the IDEA:

1. Cal culfaityes 4atthee mi ni mu m gbrya natd daiesnagt M1 @D u n t
award |l eveahld%d 1 0.e0.sStBa)tteche amoteledu rbrye nt
yesrCY)ppr operxicadtsi oonhe amounPaaippBopriated for
FY1999:

Minimum, = Grantgy,q + ((Appropriation., — Appropriationgyg.5) % 0.0033)

Thcalculation only results in the highest mi:i
staes with small poipsuolnaettiiommess, raefifdmatthbedr etfoo raes t
stat i miu m.

2. Calcul at es ttahtee smeicnoinmlum grant asawoHtd&d amount by
privea P¥ward levelyeamdambhant pmabtiplied by a
percentaga Baper o phatrattniBemxs e fasbroovbee 1 . 5 %
precedings fappradp ryicatri on :

JEL - I -
Minimum, = Grantp, + (Grantm. ® (( PPTop nmeasem._”j - ﬂ.ﬂ'lE))

Appropey

Thi sulcatlicont h e segsitic @it mmm aflolro csattaitoeers 1 n year s
when there i1is a 1 arhge amount, a>HpPnrddp Binactreed sfeo ri

3. The third state mini mum garsatdstt paywasrrd i s cal cul
awaamdd thuadampramaunt9Imwlftipéipdrdbyntage incre
ine téimount apharotprB aftreadm ftolre ®preceding fiscal

A - I iy
Minimum, = Grantg, + | Grantz, = 0.9 ( ppropTid easem,_,,?}
Appropey

Thicsal cul at i on sitsitnesyvahaetrfillben ¢ motahsee Piar t B

appr opirsi alteisosn than 15% abdweptrhetpratvi 6 es m8i s
t htilki rd mitmgitmamm wi |l 1 al ways reasowlt in a gr an!H
greater fshapm cag esdtrantgd 1 ocat i on.

“The hold harmless provision states that “no State’s alloc:
the precedi204).SLCi8l4dH)(B)(B)ik R.L: 1084468611(d)(3)(B)(i).

4520 U.S.C. §1411(d)(3)(®)); P.L. 1084468611(d)(3)(B)(i).
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derived from tshatthigrdiAms cimbhwmianée¢dnpreviously,

minimum grant calculdmigrerairs whed £ hics Hoadts Bt atpg

tdnd 5S%r eahaenprtehvei ous’sdfpprapOnyetasii @en ( Ari zona) r1ecei
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Par Blgoent iiotmi he mwmeand mBlkd muenmagirmintg seven s
received theirs®haximum allocation

As stated prsmuixo ms iny,a vaanrodut nitts é$thhed kmmayw em o
exc,eeapsosoepd t o the ntaaxne meAimydehnedne h € rmi ns nfi nabtate

flptohre hmesmat bHlmtimeenmum and maximum grant for the
awar.fhedefore, ’swnlaexn ngarmsmtat ewer shhnghhdetesdraleul
mini mumt lgeg amaxi mumigrddmwtdhd maduwmtn be seen 1in the c

states awarded theilTabneximum allocations 1n

4620 U.S.C. §1411(d)(3)(B){jj, P.L. 1084468611(d)(3)(B)(ii).

““The second formula is used in years when IDEA’s appropria:
appropriation increased 3.6% in this example, the third formula was the appropriate minimum allocation formula for all
states not using the small statgimum formula.

48 The seven states that recelwbeir maximum allocation wei@elaware, the District of Columbia, Nevada, North
Dakota, South Dakota, Vermont, and Wyoming.
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Table 2. State Minimum, Max imum, and Final Grant Allocations for IDEA Part B

FY2018

State Minimum Grant Maximum Grant Final Grant Calculation
Alabama $190,495,767 $193,723,104 $190,495,767 3rd Minimum
Alaska $38,804,517 $39,324,225 $38,804,517 1st Minimum
Arizona $207,805,274 $211,325,866 $211,325,866 Maximum
Arkansas $117,332,895 $119,320,723 $117,332,895 3rd Minimum
California $1,281,755,429 $1,303,470,649 $1,281,755,42¢ 3rd Minimum
Colorado® $167,004,880 $169,834,241 $167,500,962 3rd Minimum?*
Connecticut $139,540,151 $141,904,209 $139,540,151 3rd Minimum
Delaware $37,781,829 $38,262,766 $37,781,829 1st Minimum
District of Columbia $32,200,957 $19,667,309 $19,667,309 Maximum
Florida $674,522,024 $685,949,629 $674,522,024 3rd Minimum
Georgia $355,374,234 $361,394,907 $361,394,907 Maximum
Hawaii $41,721,163 $42,427,994 $41,721,163 3rd Minimum
Idaho $58,917,758 $59,915,930 $59,266,522 3rd Minimum*
lllinois $530,733,888 $539,725,466 $530,733,888 3rd Minimum
Indiana $271,331,688 $275,928,530 $271,331,688 3rd Minimum
lowa $128,160,856 $130,332,129 $128,160,856 3rd Minimum
Kansas $111,927,946 $113,824,205 $111,927,946 3rd Minimum
Kentucky $165,732,139 $168,539,936 $165,732,139 3rd Minimum
Louisiana $197,709,365 $201,058,914 $197,709,365 3d Minimum
Maine $57,442,824 $58,416,007 $57,442,824 3rd Minimum
Maryland $209,867,861 $213,423,396 $209,867,861 3d Minimum
Massachusetts $297,998,648 $303,047,276 $297,998,648 3rd Minimum
Michigan $418,811,813 $425,907,231 $418,811,813 3rd Minimum
Minnesota $198,984,329 $202,355,478 $198,984,329 3rd Minimum
Mississippi $125,613,268 $127,741,380 $125,613,268 3rd Minimum
Missouri $238,429,634 $242,469,057 $238,429,634 3rd Minimum
Montana $39,554,764 $40,102,915 $39,554,764 1st Minimum
Nebraska $78,386,951 $79,714,966 $78,386,951 3rd Minimum
Nevada $78,948,562 $80,286,091 $80,286,091 Maximum
New Hampshire $49,813,585 $50,657,516 $49,813,585 3rd Minimum
New Jersey $379,450,638 $385,879,208 $379,450,638 3d Minimum
New Mexico $95,616,693 $97,236,610 $95,616,693 3rd Minimum
New York $796,284,914 $809,775,399 $796,284,914 3rd Minimum
North Carolina $353,310,198 $359,295,903 $353,310,198 3rd Minimum
North Dakota $35,671,456 $31,761,185 $31,761,185 Maximum
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State Minimum Grant Maximum Grant Final Grant Calculation
Ohio $457,817,083 $465,573,320 $457,817,083 3rd Minimum
Oklahoma $155,678,097 $158,315,561 $155,678,097 3rd Minimum
Oregon $135,038,537 $137,326,331 $135,038,537 3rd Minimum
Pennsylvania $446,896,819 $454,468,048 $446,896,819 3rd Minimum
Rhode Island $45,906,938 $46,684,683 $45,906,938 3rd Minimum
South Carolina $185,645,704 $188,790,873 $185,645,704 3rd Minimum
South Dakota $37,414,658 $37,835,833 $37,414,658 1st Minimum
Tennessee $249,311,747 $253,535,532 $249,311,747 3rd Minimum
Texa$ $1,057,502,718 $1,075,418,698 $1,068,318,577 3rd Minimum?*
Utah $118,743,627 $120,755,355 $120,755,355 Maximum
Vermont $35,345,081 $30,623,846 $30,623,846 Maximum
Virginia $298,099,751 $303,150,091 $298,099,751 3rd Minimum
Washington $231,413,434 $235,333,990 $231,413,434 3rd Minimum
West Virginia $79,725,309 $81,075,998 $79,725,309 3rd Minimum
Wisconsin $218,219,467 $221,916,493 $218,219,467 3rd Minimum
Wyoming $35,776,560 $32,127,451 $32,127,451 Maximum
Puerto Rico $125,705,692 $127,835,370 $127,835,370 Maximum

Source: Prepared by CRS based on unpublished data provided by the U.S. Department of Education (ED),

Budget Service.

a. Fou statesi Alaska, Delaware, Montana, and South DaRotae c ei ved | t s¢iat edo sninali mu mo

FY2018

b. Three state@ Colorado, ldahoand Texasi received a modified version of their third minimum.
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amount bmd pwbeytemd ¢p wniwad i d 5
embpdtengld’ss taadtfarsted
amtd st ls¢ F Y1 9 Y%® alra sga an't

F e dle®hRAa rFFuunBddi inngg

t hea pproaumrti at ed i e 1 o Wa t taepBpargoophrmit as tt ¢h
fiscablutycaabroveaphpheopgmbolaDibadd s i ngl e

4920 U.S.C. §1411(d)(3)(CP.L. 108446 §611(d)(3(C).
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igllocated thsth?9 @ ymaasrd g r @ mto wafn dt leaafiticsucrdslP ay ¢ a r
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Fir sctu,l actael t he a mopumtvt afedn ¢ th emdpadew i ous year:

New Moneyg,qe, py = Grantpy — Grantpyioge

After totmbnegathabheiwnthe aprle wihchuwesa byaetdsr ,e ach st at
ratably reducédrfuouhdimgramauntyear

New Moneysiate py

State Grantyy = X New Moneycy

New Moneyys py

Determine the final grant sdims®habl gnrerwe domobneedyt a t e
grant ametuBFYO&ELEGtalnet a mount .

Final State Grant = State Grant oy + StateGrantgyjgag

I€ongsepriohPeadgd Bgr am an annuasls atphparno porri aetqiucanl t o
it proRYd¢'d sioshmpeéakcuwomulidsnd®d@he a mohunstt aetaec
receiveédI99nwbdil d beb arsacttdhhbol nyaanfoeudnitee d ® diue o ver all
funding forhitshec plr oyl atmis ceail ahlams. 2 H Wt 8hl eD EgArna-n t s
tetates waso@prpimat bdl,§ ifi8I31 i on moirve d hiaMIEY rece
suggestinugnliifkDebldyy f badli oagw bvd ¥ 89 1l evels in the fut

Grants to LEAs

Stamay reserve idepgernidon DERA fhade whade 4 dhteiyviatrice s
required to distribute the majoalgaogn@iflAsh)eir I DE
anpublic charter $LEWNbo0I ofrodrhmtdt adttdsmdEtmatdes d DE A

individuh¢y  Lbihst use a formula similar to the on
tates, except that the sources of ipotpluel ati on an
t aatrees requiaea®dlk Ao a wbeansdetd F A M 9i9t-ybeaadre caadt mon. The
t adtiesst ri bute theacemeawhhiegg hhlelepogptul anion of c¢hi
oth public and LEMM Xfbtaen d cshhosohl hsE & no ft hcehi I dren 1 i
overty f{tadthhostcati odatiemane ntclyat an LEA is providi
prpopriate publiad ledthddtdirem with disabilities 1in
undds hma§EAeceahfouaamneeded f & datdoslo tlhDeErA [PRAs iBn t h
hat are ynoptr cavdiedjiumg eHAPE to all th¥ children wi

G hOD o ®w »n

5034 C.F.R. §300.701(d)(1).

51 The FY1999 IDEA Part B appropriation wa4,301,000000

5220 U.S.C. §1411(d)(4)(AP.L. 108446§611(d)(4)(A)

53 State activities include state administration, technical assistance, personnel preparation, professional development
and trainingsupporting or improving the use of technology in the classroom by children with disaliiitiesling

assistive technology devices) to enhance learning and maximize accessibility to the general education curriculum,

developing and implementing transition programs, or assisting LEAs in meeting personnel shortages. For the full list of
state actiities and the amount states may reserve for state activities, see 20 U.S.C. §P4111684468611(e)

5420 U.S.C. §1411(f)(3)P.L. 1084468611(f)(3)
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Grant b DEArEarly Childhood Progr ams

Preschool Grants Program (Part B, Section 61

Section 619 of IDEA Part B authorizes grants to
wiht di sabilitives ®BPas titsBr eger atnat sfit o states are us
disabilities as young as -atgderheiel dyreeanr)s, oSfe catgieo n( a6bsl
much a separate programoass e tpvriessecshuopopll ecnheinltdarreyn f
disahbillint igeesner al , theapdogusionscesesygndes mehe¢sgrt
program that-agoeppdlyi tdrewchwiodh disabilities also

group.
Part B,619e ptriessm hool agrcaunl pastei foonbsh » Wyotrd edsectuesrsneidn i n g
Pargr 8na st at e sa gfeosr 3c htihlrdorusgnht h2 1t hyee afrosl loolwdi ng a d]

T The reservation foid ewvdihi micsgtivatiiens athdtstsdtad e
reserve from thld rgrPamtt aBwarSkds tiisongreater tha
states may reserve from their l.arger Part B,

T Wherbke FY1999 grant is wus@® dtiGiBBaatsaltoul ation
Statlees is replaced by ,Bhet F¥abpeod®Pgtaononsin Par

Infants anRr dgatiaDERast C)

The calculations]l hEBPAaditnadesenmdnéeé amheéies progra
i ler than those pgrsaendt fpokd géeiatnlbe thrnmwé adtyee Part B
s f or poauytneynitifsg ntdor ftahse, t r i bes , tribal organi z:
e fowrmrouphse paoVvysionheodmentdogtheriSecest ar y

cates the remainitpel PBAsRattesC dheudDti sdmowmg
teacRocding to the ratio of nwmrfihenrt so fa nidn ft aamdtdsl
toddl efThei mialimumt ald ot ment for -Bakbh efate i
1% of the total Part C funds ®Ifl oheedppoophe agita
Partfndedl evelnti ntsou fpfay itethe full amounts that al
in a given year, t he Secrmpatyanmreyn t muy s tmeraanti anltgl st hree d «

55 The funding formula adoptetirough the 1997 IDEA amendments for the grdoistatesprogramtook effect the
year the federappropriation for th grantsto-states programit exceeded $4.9 billion. Because the IDEA gramis
states program appropriatifirst exceeded $4.9 billion iRY2000, the basgear amount states were guaranteed
their Part B, Section 611 grawas their FY1999 fundintpvel. However, Part B, Section 619 does not include a
similar appropriation level that must be exceeded to establish g&asamount; instead it uses the year the new
funding formula was adopted (i.e., FY1997) as its base year in all calculations.

5%620U.S.C. 81411(b)(1)P.L. 1084468 6 1 6 (b ) (1) . The outlying areas are defined
Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, and the Commonwealtthot Nor t her n RPAHE€ §643)a I sl ands . ”
further states “ Cawd5184 pennitting the consoliddtion®figtaritsitacthe outlying areas, shall

not apply to funds those areas receive under this part.

57 Section 643(b)(1) reserves25% of the Part @ppropriation for the Department of the Intefioo r t he “coor dinat i
of assistance in the provision of early intervention services by the States to infants and toddlers with disabilities and

their families on reservations served byngdatary schools and secondary schools for Indian children operated or

funded by the Department of the Interior.?”

58 $500,000 is one half of 1% of $100 million. Part C of the IDEA has been appropriated more than $100,000,000 every
year since FY1991. Therefore, in practice, the minimum Part C allotment for each stetdaf of 1%of the IDEA
Part C appropriation ailable to be allocated to states; in recent years, this has been over $2,000,000.

t)
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the ParteBageantpsyogram was DARRHKE mwl #ipol iodd tthe 7
number ofitbhdilsdabnl wt PR sL t4hde®h8atmaegtea s hreveanet hod o f
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A ssatma xi mumogfmarn tp u r pcouslea$f wohfl <¢fduinfdfienrgs fr om t he
maximum grant level calculation performed in yea
incrdeasse describedThar na @gr mmac a lleavwl learsteciprooirbte d
carildscsad yecatrbe whe ntf ucnodmomogn a r +—dD FoA cPuarrst B
appropriationsbehowedhe W wid Imd mhawd it magxailmpuwann It
ofasha3gramtr the purpoweuwsdmbfg dluddladtyeed rinmvh e n

I DEA Pwasr tf Bl 1 A ftatdedmay onreev etithwmind cidhmsw @ mm m
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all state grant awards.

P. L.444e8 a new detlecrurhiantei otnh e omaxi mumdaeamodmt 1of s
fundieBginng F Ya2n0d0 7us ed for all, stulbes emamoimtftmi i s c al
statef@gramhe pur pabges dvafleafuullalt efdunads 40 % of APPE 1

59f additional funds become available for making payments for a fiscal year in which payments to states were ratably
reduced, the allotments that were reduced must be settem the same basis the allotments were reduced. §643(c)(3).

0P |. 10517 8§611(a)(2).

Congressional Research Service R44624 - VERSIOR - UPDATED 21



The Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) Funding: A Primer

he number of c¢children with dis2a®bSand etshetnrhe st a
djusted by the annuBsl poptudsatafonchaangdei m gteh a amnf
ges fohewsitahe provides FAPRES8BS8r odhitheér an j wis tt lme
in’sphput achhiielnd roefn 11iving 1in poverty in the s
djus Pheat )i’s, ma xs mantnmeogonra nftul 1  fumndcdirn g hlee Walr t B
ramtt ates i ppD®WwEDEMAPPE multiplied by the number

erved and adjusdaendudbcbhipobmdsmtima & nd poverty r

Prior t anetnhPR. defsdadldtiBe I DEA “suthosumsdas "haoy be nec

v O M D o
=
o.

the ParteBagreasanpsogram. In responsefulol debate oV
funding f®r Lt-h4@§B6DIEHAE 1 dJed the act to include s e-
authorization levels, which culminated in an amo

ma x1 mum ngottarm t F YRWel 1 PgarratndBs at e s wasogodmappropriat e
amounts aut Ho# #l#8dl dbiyd not obtain full funding i

MaintenaEnfcfeo roaf ( MOE)

The I DEA was intended to help states and LEAs i
n substituting federal funds for education s
tmade umnmheyr ohbalryt bRr uskd ¢ovcpay dosts of prov
a
)

=
(S

n
P
i

cation ansd troe lsattwiede mstéén nwdicteha yd insoatb irleiptliaecse st at

ding. To these sampds,cmemea ,1 DR Amndssicumptpal naanstc e( SoNS
ort ( MOE)I DrEeAq 81iN&S @ unie npd¢rsoehnitbsi t a state or LEA fr
nts to provide services, purchase equipment,
rently provide or pud OEAsvénd odd sh,aivne tphreo vai bdseedn coe:
racshklche I DEpAr MOEsions require that a state or ai
ecial education and related services below the

®r.

general, a state may nlstuprfeadmntcsep e chiea la modinda a toif
lated services for children with disabilities
scal nyamry. fiscal year in which a state does nc
cretary of rkddu ctaot iroend uicsa brsceqguuis hmda t y e ar gr ant by
which the state ffSiths etso smppiorthepreduilr ¢ alr t
ysd athrough a v®hroiwetvye ro,f faogre necaicehs ;s t atfe t o meet

= o g e 8

S oyt < o oMl o ho v
O S " e o

[ S C R ¢ Bl

61 For most states this age range is 3 to 20 or 3 to 21.

2For example, if a state’s r2008cosebyn3foalpoverts2BRAA5ipapuatiohor s cho ol
and its number of children living in poverty rose by 2% above the-2008 number, then its 202008 maximum

grant would be the apppriateAPPE for that year multiplied bijhe 20042005 number of children with disabilities

served increased by 2.85% (85% of 3% plus 15% of 2% = 2.55% + 0.3% = 2.85%).

63 See Section 611(a)(2)(Bf IDEA. UnderP.L. 108446, the calculation of maximum state grants changed in
FY2007.For more informationcongressional clients may request archi@®5 Report RL32718ndividuals with
Disabilities Education Act (IDEA): Analysis of @iges Made bf.L. 108446, for a discussion of this change.

64 For more information on Part B of the IDEA $8RS Report R41833he Individuals with Disabilities Education
Act (IDEA), Part B: Key Statutory and Regulatory Provisions

Exceptions to the basic r eRpductioneohMOE RequirenfentM®idiesand di scussed
“Reduction in MOE: LEAs,” in this report.

6620 U.S.C. 81412(a)(18)(AP.L. 1084468612(a)(18)(A).
6720 U.S.C. §1412(a)(18)(BR.L. 1084468612(a)(18)(B).
68 For example, in Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) Memorand&iEID explains that while SEAs
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bet ween the state and LEA MOE requirements perta
agencies bear the responsibility for maintaining

As notegdidbavetateedr thEAMOEIr saqiuyo rfmi nsecnatl year ,
funding willllo cbaetd irpendnugc etdh e inre xtth e i s maudfnaty dbeyd whoi c h
meet the PHowe wermenftor both states and LEAs ther
reductionequnr MA&Ents; these reasons are discusse

Reduction of MOE Requirements: States

In certaiems rarst atnes tmaaye dre waiawmdre dofa tomhe MOE r e q
Secretary may grant a waiver, “fx»ae ptniconals carl yea
uncontr ol l ab’seu cchi racsu ms tnaantguersacli pdiitsoausst earn do ru naf or e s
in the financialT'Ime sasauWriddsongf wtah eeestsatcan be gr art
provdldead convinttimbgAPeEvyi denactable for all childr
in t h®Prsotvaitneg. t hat FAPE is available to every el:
a high asntda n dairndc e t he MOE provisions were first i
ofvaiver has mnever been granted.

If a state does not meet its MOE requirement for
state was granted a waiver, the state financial
is, the sitdd et muasamepumwmty that would have been req
meet MOE in tHA warieweiro uwi I'sle driendaunccei aal sstuaptpeor t T e g

provide most of the special education and related services and therefore supervise the majority of the federal IDEA

funds appropriated to the state, other state agencies suchStatth®'ocational Rehabilitation Agenoy the State

Department of Healtmay provide children with disabilities services pursuant to their IEPs, and their contributions to
providing TEP services woul d Boespdcial eduaatibre ahd rélated seivicesforSt at e f i n
children with disabilites ” t hat must be mai nt ai rlettdrframoAlexadesn Actinge MOE requi
Director of OSEPU.S. Department of Education, to Chief State School Officers, State Directors of Special Education,

December 2, 200%ttp://mww2.ed.govgolicy/specedjuididealetters2009-4/index.html

6920 U.S.C. §1413(a)(2)(Aii); P.L. 1084468613(a)(2)(A(ii).
70 States: 20 U.S.C. §1412(a)(18)(B); LEAs: 20 U.S.C. §{d)13

"L This type of waiver has been granted in the pasth8pg/www2.ed.govgolicy/specedjuidideamonitorsmfs
partbwaivers.htmif or 1 inks to state waiver a20pB5.C.EWMI2E@IBC)IEnd ED’s 1 e
P.L. 1084468612(a)(18)(C)(i).

7220 U.S.C. §1412(a)(18)(C)(iiP.L. 1084468612(a)(18)(C)(i.
7320 U.S.C. §1412(a)(18)(DP.L. 1084468612(a)(18)(D).

Congressional Research Service R44624 - VERSIOR - UPDATED 23



The Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) Funding: A Primer

the year 1t 1is
fiscal year aft

o 0

rant Apebuatl t yomaf o bactsar bafporg eadmyp ny a
r the iscal year the state redu
Reduction of MOE Requirements: LEAs

LEAs vary in size, from large urban districts 1i
Unified SchowéivDdesasakichatber schools that operat
which lack the benefits economies of scale provi
education ilhppdgeitdevablyy from one yeairr tsot & thfei mg x
or stapwelndlthipod DEA potentitad lrye ddaucd e wesd mmayt iLcEnAal e
bel owetlhe fl etvhe pre¢e hedireglufcits oml iseart tributable

T the voluntary departure (ecgusebpfrepecemeént)
education personnel;

1T a decrease in enrollment of students with di:
T the termination of an obligation to provide :
exceptionally costly progr am, eist her becausece
jurisdiction, graduated, aged out of special
the program;

T the termination of ®&esmlpuecshesndstsasneh &ort he
acquisition of equipment or construction of ¢
T the assumpt i bpetofde cfwgmWdkhpghbl operated by th
under the IDEA -cporsotv ifélinodnss; foorr hi gh

f an increase 1n the allocation of IDEA funds 1
LEA to empOtoggTehe

ED has icd airti fd etedbartsBAn reduct i shhmahdggMO@Efone o

the reasod®When théesMinsesota Department of Educa
LEA increased efficiency at providing services ¢
raaction in MOE, providing the exampsl er eosfp oanns eL E A
was ftowlod creased efficiency alone i1is mnot a suitahb
MOE accor dHonwge vteor ,ED f the LEA ceul ¢ fdxixplieine yh ovaw s
attributable to one of the citrlsaimstbaaddes opwt hit 3e
above), 1t could potentially justify the reductd:i

Hi gh Cost Pools/ Risk Pools

As previously mentionead, pwhkeadr cCGompmre dscddmdatddn
the assumption was that education for children w

7434 C.F.R. §300.204

“The 50% rule states “for any fis c adducatienal agerfcyundernvsécionh t he al
611(f) [of the IDEA] exceeds the amount the local educational agency received for the previous fiscal year, the local
educational agency may reduce the level of expgpemdist ¥res ..by
In addition, it requires the LEA to “use an amount of 1oca
activities authorized under the EI20hS.G 8l4183R)(2HA.H.108e condary E
4468613(a)(2)(C); 34 C.F.R. §300.205.

76 | etter from Melody Musgrove, OSEP Director, to Carol Hokenson, Manager, Minnesota Department of Education,
January 30, 201&ittp://www?2.ed.govolicy/specedjuidideaindex.html

77 Education for All Handicapped Children A&L. 94-142
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help LEAs with the extraordinary costs of pay
rvices, many states set up risk pools or high
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itehighfbkeedefinitnowad odhial diwgihth a disability
aStoeme st ates set a specifisc sdeorl viiacre sa maoruen tc canbsoivd
st/ &mddg her st at ense edde fcihniel da vhiitghh a disability as
A expenditures are a certain number of times I
udent .

tes choosamaatltofpndyvyngdentecacddd Ethsi | wdirtehn hwii g hh

it .iTehse altsaad ev amraiye sc hoose to pay for a perc
out .Bospexnammilge cap state could decide it
up t o $ 1e0x0p, eOn0sOe, s oorv e7r5 %§ 500f, AaOk0t awtiet hmanyo wu p
se the amount given for each child on the
ol received from allnl sluKkAs ai ns ctehnea rsitoa, t ef uinn
to LEAs on a prorated basis depending on
d
n
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t s t h2d0o0p4tr erHeoar nz at i on sotfattehse tIDEWMAs al 1 ®O% o f
funds -lreevseelr vaecdt ifvoirt isatsadties bars ts@mleinst s  a r d mm
n’dT htoou glhE Ash.i s nwd s1 sti lpm if rcsotisstk fpuonodlss ionr thhie
, many states usStdatres kt lpotolbagdgriiosk tpo@DOsty
aut horizedp ®Pratr tt Be if u nsehssi stltoi nisggr @ar simstkh epioro Is y s t e 1
ral rAmustrementhRartwaBRtBSunds use support a 1o
ow I DEA provisions for risk pools, including

T The ,$HBActoantsiudn wist L FtAlslel sdeavtel op a definition
‘hgmeed child "“wihtaht sacdddirsehsb i f1i hyncial 1 mpact a
need child has cdhidsl tdhEA ;b uadngde tnd @cffd ntehsei lad hi gh
with a disabil htyhescoas¢chofdpfovidhng special
related services 1is greater than 3 times the

T The SEA will develop a state plan establishirt
participate 1in the 71risk @ombers yasntde m t hat tak:c
percent agee d fchiilghren with disabilities serve
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T LEAs will only be allowed to use disbursemen:t
services outlineduciant itohne pirnodgirvaimdsuta(lliEzPesd) eodf h
childrebmiwifthedisa

78 The Special Education Expenditure Project defined the group of students who fell into the top 5% of the expenditure
distribution 1in -etxhpeeinrd isttuurdey” agsr otuhpe. “Jhaiyg hCha mber s, Yael Kidr
of High-Expenditure Students with Disabilities, 192900, Special Education Expenditure Proje@SEF, May 2004,

retrieved fromhttp://www.csefair.orgpublicationséeephationalRpt8.pdf

7920 U.S.C. §1412 (e)(3)(A).

8020 U.S.C. 81412 (e)(3)(C to E). For more information on special education services and IEXRS $eeport
R41833,The Individuals with Disabilities Education AtDEA), Part B: Key Statutory and Regulatory Provisions
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Appendix A.I DEA, Part B Age Ranges

Table A-1.IDEA, Part B Age Range Covered by State
The population used in IDEA formula calculations is based on the age range served in each state

State Age Range (years)
Alabama 3020
Alaska 30621
Arizona 3021
Arkansas 3820
California 3018
Colorado 3020
Connecticut 3620
Delaware 3020
District of Columbia 3021
Florida 3021
Georgia 3021
Hawaii 3019
Idaho 3620
lllinois 3020
Indiana 3021
lowa 3820
Kansas 3620
Kentucky 3820
Louisiana 3021
Maine 30619
Maryland 30620
Massachusetts 3021
Michigan 3021
Minnesota 3020
Mississippi 30620
Missouri 3020
Montana 3018
Nebraska 3020
Nevada 3021
New Hampshire 3020
New Jersey 38620
New Mexico 3021
New York 3620
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State Age Range (years)
North Carolina 3021
North Dakota 3620
Ohio 3021
Oklahoma 3021
Oregon 3820
Pennsylvania 33820
Rhode Island 3020
South Carolina 3020
South Dakota 3020
Tennessee 3021
Texas 3021
Utah 3621
Vermont 3021
Virginia 3621
Washington 30620
West Virginia 3820
Wisconsin 3020
Wyoming 3820
Puerto Rico 3021

Source: Information provided by U.Department of Edoation Budget Servica April 2018, as in effedéh
2017.
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AppendixB.Commonly Used Acr onyms

APPE Average Per Pupil Expenditure

APR Annual Performance Report

CEIS Coordinated Early Intervening Services
CY Current Year

ED U.S. Department of Education

ESEA Elementary and Secondary Education Act
FAPE Free Appropriate Public Education

FY Fiscal Year

IDEA The Individuals with Disabilities Education Act
IEP Individualized Education Program

LEA LocalEducational Agency

MOE Maintenance of Effort

PY Prior Year

RTI Response to Intervention

SEA State Education Agency

SNS Supplement, Not Supplant

SPP State Performance Plan
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